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few indeed for those strata of the population that benefited most from the municipal activities. Private capitalism had had its opportunity before the War to show how it could house the mass of the population. According to the statistics of 1919, 73-2 per cent, (in the working-class quarters more than 90 per cent.) of all dwellings in Vienna contained only a single bed-sitting room, with possibly one additional room and a kitchen, and another 9"35 per cent, had no more than two ordinary rooms. Out of the first category, of " small dwellings ", only 7-86 per cent, had a W.C. and 4-86 an internal water-supply ; 13-69 per cent, had gas, 6-85 per cent, electricity, and only 2-56 per cent, both gas and electricity.1 Thus more than three-quarters of the small dwellings depended on paraffin lamps and open ranges. Each of the new flats built by the Vienna Socialist municipality after 1923 had its own separate W.G., water-supply, gas and electricity, and a gas-fire within the flat, apart from such usual communal conveniences as a wash-house, and in the larger blocks of flats a modern steam-laundry, baths and creche for the whole block of flats. The rents5 for flats of 48 to 60 square yards, amounted to 4-12 Schillings monthly. Municipalities outside Vienna, that built from the proceeds of loans and had to raise the interest charges out of the rents, demanded 12-25, in some cases up to 50 Schillings monthly for 50 square yards.2 So, in view of the quantity, quality 3 and price of the accommodation, the Viennese attempt to include housing among the needs to be satisfied by communal activities must be considered a complete success.
The only serious counter-argument was the fact that, to make this policy possible, Viennese industry and trade were burdened with some 60-70 million Schillings annually in additional taxation** This was probably less than half the amount which Viennese industry and trade saved in wages, because the old wage-level5 would have been quite intolerable but for the communal housing policy which made possible the continuation of the Rent Restriction Act. In fact the housing, as well as the financial, policy of the Socialist municipality formed a real
1B. Kautsky, op. a**., p. 62.                                 2 ibid.3 p. 76.
* As the question of <e houses versus flats " is much controverted in Britain, it should be mentioned that it has nothing to do with the issue of private versus municipal building.   Vienna offered houses, too, to those who preferred them, at prices similar * to those of the flats.   But, as throughout Central Europe, houses were in little demand; the communal amenities were a strong argument in favour of the flats.
* Sec above, p. 278.   The taxes on rent, which the residents themselves had to pay, are, of course, left out of account.
* See note % on p. 269.